to students not to have a definition of postmodernism that fits on a T-shirt -but a (not the) key notion of postmodernism is the problem of drawing definitional boundaries. A distinction must be made between, say, the architectural practices of Charles Jencks and the political interventions of Jean Baudrillard as being very different endeavours. To do otherwise is to risk falling into a wishy-washy cultural relativism in which there are No Wrong Answers (or, more annoyingly for students, No Right Answers) and It's Just One Point of View. In the book on postmodernism I wrote with Bob Ford, we began by suggesting it is: a movement, a set of aesthetics, a cultural logic, an ideology, a Zeitgeist, an age, an ethos, a mood. It's a bandwagon. It's a scam, a con trick, an example of the emperor's new clothes, nihilistic nonsense, dangerously fascist and right wing. It's the only surviving form of Marxism. It's a continuation of modernism. It's a rejection of modernism. It is what you need before you can have modernism. It is nothing to do with modernism. It is the only way to understand now. It's all over now. It never existed. It is only appropriate to address the fear of relativism that postmodernism might evoke. Industrialized education requires the delivery of content, in line with Intended Learning Outcomes, followed by the measurement of the recipients' reception of those ILOs. If anticipating outcomes and measurement is called into question, then percentage grades, SATs, league tables and so forth might suddenly be thought of as being a waste of time. It should not be forgotten that Jean-François Lyotard's The Postmodern Condition (1979) was commissioned as a report on the state of knowledge, which would have included universities.
In my own case, I lack the conviction to tell the Big Story, where everything fits in. Of course, as a tutor you are authorized to teach, and it is necessary for the student to learn. There are mechanisms to call upon when obedience is not found. I am sure I have made statements in everyday conversations which have unknowingly used this authority. Consciously I try to keep aware of the narratives, the counternarratives, the exceptions, the paradoxes. Rather than producing what Lyotard refers to as grand narratives or metanarratives -that is, narratives about narratives, narratives which give legitimacy to themselves and other narratives -I try to focus in on local narratives, which may contradict other local narratives. I also tend to teach the ideas of those I see as the three leading figures in the philosophy of postmodernism: Lyotard, Baudrillard and
